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Door Ceorgo, 

Xou asked me to lot you know whoa 1XT/2UXE moved for a judgement against Jin 
because X had not paid the judgMaeni Smith assessed a^iust no in Cis 70-0522- 
0420 combined. I'll© first pr^jo is enclosed. 

I’hoy knew, of course, that I*d appeal. Notice of it is also enclosed. 

flio situation for the lawyer is actually much worse tiian D indicated to you. 
.T ! ve just loomed o> tills ani when 1 receive it will send you a copy. 

Jin Is also being vdiipsawcd because there ore recent decisions of tho D.C. 
court of appeals that lifted tho licenses of lawyers for doing 1 what DJ/ret ask 
Smith to order Jin to do, in effect. 

pn not entirely clear an the details. What was involved van lawyers 
either refusing to do what their clients wanted or leaning on the clients to do 
w>iat the clients did not went to do.. I also do not iaxow tlv> details of the lifting 
of tho licenses - whether this was temporary or not. 

In short, no natter what the lawyer is going to be hurt. 

lf>pnr ment of 
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Best wishes t 


